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conquest by Islam. The ecclesiastical ascent of Constan-
tinople was at first justified solely on political grounds. It was
only later that it was based upon the apocryphal legend of St.
Andrew, the first called amongst the Apostles, who became
Bishop of Byzantium. The story is a fabrication of the
sixth century. It is towards the end of the reign of Justinian
that the Church of the capital adopts the title ' Apostolic'. If
its head very early styles himself 'Patriarch*, the epithet is
at first only honorific and is used with great freedom by
other metropolitans. The title Oecumenical' or 'universal', by
which Rome will on several occasions pretend to be scanda-
lized, has in its origin but little significance. This qualifica-
tion which is exactly equivalent to our 'general' or 'superior'
only implies a relative and indeterminate authority: it may
be granted to professors of the University or at times, like
the term 'patriarch', to the ecclesiastical head of a province.
The history of these titles does not differ from that of the
word Pope to which the Bishop of Rome had no exclusive
right, since it was borne and still is borne to-day by the
Patriarch of Alexandria. But it is clear that the ambiguous
term 'oecumenical' served to justify a -posteriori a primacy of
honour which is still respected by the different Orthodox
Churches despite the decline of the see of Constantinople.
The Arab conquest and the annexation of Illyricum in the
eighth century make a reality of this 'oecumenicity', if
the oikoumene is to be identified with the State governed
by the Basileus, and this ambitious predicate, precisely like
the genitive 'Romaion*—'of the Romans'—which after the
eighth century is regularly attached to the title of Basileus,
permits the Church of Byzantium to grant to its daughter
Churches of more recent formation Patriarchates which are
more or less autonomous, just as the imperial chancery can
recognize other Basileis. Thus after the political conquest of
Bulgaria Basil II conferred his sanction upon the Bulgarian
Patriarchate, and similarly to-day, in conformity with Byzan-
tine tradition, the Phanar takes no offence at the title of
Patriarch borne by the heads of several autocephalous
Churches.
The organization of the Byzantine Church was from the
outset modelled upon that of the Empire, and in particular

